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colour of the wing-bands is almost exactly the same. The 
yellow of the lower parts, however, is not quite so deep, the 
breast is a decidedly more greenish olive, and the under- 
wing-coverts much paler yellow. 


XLII.—On Empidochanes fuscatus (Max.) and Empidonax 
brunneus, Ridgw. By Roperr Ripeway. 


EMPIDONAX BRUNNEUS was first described in the ‘ History of 
North-American Birds,’ vol. ii. (1874), p. 363, and was based 
on a specimen collected by Captain T. J. Page, U.S.N., during 
his exploration of the Paraná in 1850. In addition to the 
type (No. 20970, U. S. Nat. Mus., orig. no. 54, Parana, 
March 1850), the collection of the United States National 
Museum contains another specimen (No. 23984), but the 
exact locality of the latter is unknown. 

It has usually been considered (although I cannot find 
that such an opinion has been published) that Hmpidonax 
brunneus was merely Empidochanes fuscatus (Max.), rede- 
scribed; but that this is not the case I am now able to de- 
monstrate, having had the opportunity, through the courtesy 
of the Trustees of the American Museum of Natural History 
in New York city, of examining the types of Muscipeta fus- 
cata, Max. (still existing in the Maximilian collection, for some 
years the property of that Institution), and of comparing 
them with the two specimens of Empidonax brunneus. 

The differences between the two birds are very marked, 
involving, as they do, not merely the specific but also the 
generic characters. In coloration they present a rather close 
superficial resemblance to one another; but Æ. brunneus has 
the under mandible wholly light-coloured, the upper parts 
decidedly more olivaceous, and the wing-bands paler and less 
ochraceous. : 

The gcnus Empidochanes differs from Empidonax mainly in 
the much less depressed and relatively longer and narrower 
bill, longer and decidedly rounded tail, and stouter feet. All 
these characters are shared about equally by the three very 
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distinct species which I have been able to examine, viz. Æ. fus- 
catus (Max.), E. fringillaris, Pelz., and a very strongly- 
marked species from Tobago, which Mr. Lawrence has doubt- 
fully determined as Æ. oliwa (Bodd.). These three species 
differ as follows :— 
a‘, Upper parts umber-brown, the wing-bands ochraceous 
or rusty. 
b'. Lower mandible with basal half light-coloured 
(whitish in dried skins). Wing 2°70-2°90, tail 
2:75-2:85, exposed culmen ‘48-52, tarsus *70.— 
Ji), ROG BRAY somone QR oe, E. fuscatus, 
b°. Lower mandible entirely dusky ; plumage darker 
throughout. Wing 2°85, tail 2°85, exposed cul- 
men ‘50, tarsus ‘70.—Hab. Eastern Brazil (Bahia) LZ. fringillaris. 
a, Upper parts greyish brown, the wing-bands greyish 
buff, or isabelle colour. 
6°, Lower mandible entirely dusky. Wing 2°75, tail 
2°80, exposed culmen °55, tarsus ‘72.—Hab. 
FOS un ho cag Oe ce ee E. oliva ? 


Should the Tobago bird prove distinct, I propose for it the 
name EMPIDOCHANES VIREONINUS, the general appearance of 
the bird suggesting a rather large “ Vireosylvia’’ with 
distinct wing-bands. Regarding the identification of the 
Muscicapa oliwa of Boddaert with either of the three 
species characterized above, I have only to remark that 
the figure (P1. Enl. 574. fig. 2) upon which it is based presents 
not the least resemblance to either of them, so far as I 
am abie to see. 


X LIII.— On the Species of the Genus Empidonax. 
By Rosertr Ripeway. 


From the genus Empidonax I would remove the following 
species :— (1) Æ. atriceps, Salv., which seems to me much 
closer to Mitrephanes, if not strictly congeneric with M., 
pheocercus and M. aurantiiventris; and (2) E. nanus, Lawr., 
which I have. made the type of a new genus (Lawrenceia), 
characterized in the July ‘ Auk,’ p. 382. 

On the other hand, I would add to the genus Mitrephanes 
fulvifrons (Scl.), which, so far as I can see, differs from the 


